St. 8, Frederick, &i. 21701 
1^/18/74 


Dear Tom Busman, 

It you or someone on your staff will not be supplying the information for 
■wixioh I’ve aaiced on the legislative history of the FQI amendments I'd appreciate 
knowing it. I would like to avoid asking another office to do this it is will he 
duplication. At the eamu time, I believe I will need this information and the time 
I may have to become familiar with it before needing to use it cvy be short. 

If I Jmd not had an auto accident, which leaves me without a car, I would have 
phoned you Monday to see if you want to kiiovf of new developments in the field in which 
X work* Morn than what broke over toe weeked is in the immediate future* 

X have not yet seen Crewdsoa's story in the Sunday Times. X do not know whether 
this is all he'll be doing but I imagine not. I knew he had been working on the story, 
including in Dos Angeles. If Hon Healer is on schedule* he'll be in Los Angeles tills week. 
He was working on toe story earlier. 

From what * know Lowens tain's presentation was in no sense exaggerated. X know 
only what CHS carried on Monday's TV newscasts. I caught District Attorney Busch's 
response on iksnday and what I regard as possibly significant in major-media intent, 
the replay on the next day' a caiae newscasts. I regard it as equivocal and I have wiiat 
others «*aa to have missed, an inconsistent version from him that was never on the 
major wires but was on Los Angeles City Lews wire. 

It is I who arranged for Herbert McConnell to be our criminalist in the Bay- 
hearing tuid I who took Ma to examine what we wanted examined. We a 7 spent do so t-iwa 
together that night. He has made a ballistics esnsinatian in Los Angelos and ha told 
me exactly what Lweostoin said: the evidence other than offidhily represented. 

I realise you may know tills and more. 

It 1.3 my information, all second-hand, that about ten Musters of the House will 
be offering resolutions on the JFK case in the new session. I have heard personally 
from none* At the risk of sounding egocentric, I tell you that I an troubled by their 
sources on a very slnjxs basis! none has been in touch with me, directly or indirectly* 

The most cursory -library of Congress check would show that I have published much core 
extensively and continuously than any other. ISXMS2EEMJ She news attention to our 
new book cannot have been missed. In addition, a more careful check would show* that 
this is toe first time any bock critical of the official explanation has not been 
greeted with snide remarks and nasty editorials and columns^ (it was tlsat way inter- 
nationally, too.) 

Theze is u very effective and an utterly irresponsible coaaereialising of the 
yearning of tou people, especially the young, zo know, fliose doing it are without 
aci-uple. I have seen to it tlsat they know they are sensationalising falsehood. When 
they thereafter continued I knew they were doing this deliberately, b hen I've had the 
opportunity in recent radio broadcasts by phone I've attempted to debunk them. As a 
measure of their effectiveness with this paranoid nonsense tlsat can be very hurtful 
I have had but a single letter on this, a denunciation of me. And as a result of those 
broadcasts, all on college or college-oriented FM stations, not a single order for a 
bock. These are the only broadcasts of which this is true. If this were a working of an 
official Dope rtaeat of Li^inforsiaiiun it could nor be more successful. I could believe 
that these people nave been convincing those members who are expected to be saying 
things in the new session and that their staffs have been persuaded to stty away from 
Jim Lesar and me. So, I'll be surprised if there is not some irresponsible sensation, 
whether or not well intended. 


Sincerely, 
Harold Weisbsrg 



